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RECENT CASES. 

Anti- Trust Statute — Construction. — State v. M. K. & T. R. R. Co., 91 
Southwestern 214 (Tex.). — Held, that the anti-trust statutes of Texas, 
requiring every railroad to furinish reasonable and equal facilities for all cor- 
porations engaged in the express business, and defining a trust as a combina- 
tion of capital, skill, or acts of two or more persons to create or carry out 
restrictions in the free pursuit of any business, should be construed as pro- 
hibiting a contract between a railroad company and an express company 
whereby the latter was given exclusive privileges, and the former bound itself 
not to contract with others to do an express contract on the road, and 
agreed that in case privileges should be accorded others by legislation or judi- 
cial proceedings the express company in question should have credit for the 
sums paid by other companies. 

Banks and Banking — Savings Banks — Assignment of Deposit. — 
Augsbury v. Shurtliff, 99 N. Y. Supp. 989. — Held, that a depositor in a sav- 
ings bank may assign or transfer his interest in his deposit for a valuable con- 
sideration, without the delivery of the pass-book representing the deposit. 

The relation between bank and depositor is simply that of debtor and 
creditor. Marine Bank v. Fulton Bank, 2 Wall. 252, 256, and the bank holds 
the fund subject to be paid out to the creditor according to the terms imposed 
by him. Shipman v. Bank, 126 N. Y. 318. Intention to assign need not be in 
express terms, but may be implied from any act or instrument which admits 
of such interpretation. Garnsey v. Gardner, 49 U. S. 167. The rule that a 
cause of action may be assigned by parol extends to a debt due to assignor 
from third person, as a deposit in a bank, Phoenix Bank v. Risley, 11 1 U. S. 
125. A pass-book in itself constitutes no evidence of a right to draw money 
thereon. It merely imports a liability to depositor for moneys received. 
Smith v. Brooklyn Bank, 101 N. Y. 58. An order for whole sum due and 
given in good faith for a valid consideration, constitutes an assignment of 
deposit in hands of savings bank. Kingman v. Perkins, 105 Mass. m. 
Although the precise point involved does not seem to have arisen, the 
principles involved are clear and seem to uphold the case. 

Carriers — Treatment of Passengers — Mental Suffering Subject for 
Damages. — Gulf, C. & S. F. Ry. Co. v. Coopwood, 96 S. W. 102 (Tex.). — 
Held, that the trial judge did not err in charging that the physical and men- 
tal suffering resulting to the plaintiff from the negligent treatment of her 
daughter by the employees of the defendant constituted actual damages. 

Common Carrier — Contract Limiting Liability. — Tewes v. North 
German Lloyd Steamship Company, 78 N. E. 864 (N. Y.). — Held, 
that a ticket for an ocean voyage is a contract, and that the fact that the con- 
ditions on the ticket were not brought especially to the notice of the passen- 
ger would not relieve him from the enforcement of those conditions by the 
company. See Comment. 

Constitutional Law — Conspiracy. — Hodges v. United States, 203 U. S- 
1. — Held, that the Federal courts have no jurisdiction under Thirteenth 



